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this mistaken account given by Greek authors shows that

$o far back as 300 B C   Shnknshna and the Pandavas
were inseparably connected in the public mind in India

We may therefore grant that the fixing\>f tfye date of
the Mahabharata war is the same as the fixing of the
date of the beginning of the Kali-age and the date of
Shnknshna We shall now collect and discuss the
evidence bearing on these three points           r

In discussing internal evidence we have to bear in
mind that the original Mahabharata, as has already
been shown in Book I, was at least twice recast, the last
time about 300 B C It is often difficult to decide
whether a particular sentiment, idea or statement of fact
in the Mahabharata belongs to the last mentioned
period, or to the time of the original nucleus of the Epic
But we shall have to do so and we have already given
some general principles on which this can be done wita
tolerable accuracy Bearing this in mind we shall first
proceed to see what inference as to time can be diawn
from the state of society and knowledge described in the
original Mahabharata

The Vedic period is usually divided into two partfc, the
Mantra period and the Brahmana period "It appears
pretty certain that the Mahabharata war took place
in the middle of the Brahmana period Holding, as
we do, that the author Vyasa was a contempoiary
of the event and wrote his poem some time after
the war, we may derive some argument from the
language of the original poem The language of
Vyasa is simple and forcible, and beats the mark of a
spoken language It is also archaic in 'appearance and